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October 18, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Copps 

I am writing to voice mv o~~osition to anv FCC-mandated adontion of "broadcast 
~ ~~~~ ~. __.~ ~ ~~ 

flag" technology for digitai television is a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be lest likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equlpment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Jonathan Morris 
1575 NW 136th Ave 
Portland. OR 9 7 2 2 9  
USA 



October 18. 2 0 0 3  

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

John Beimler 
100 Laurel Branch Dr 
Cary. NC 27513 
USA 
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October 18, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Coppr 
Federal Communicahons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washgton,  D.C. 20554 

Dear Wchael Copps, 

I a m  wnung to voice my opposmon to any FCC-mandnted adophon of "broadcast flg" technology for cLg~td 
television. As a consumer and ahzm, I feel strongly that such a p o k y  would be bnd for innovabon, consumer 
nghts, and the dhmate ndophon of DTV. 

A robust, compehnve market for consumer electromcs must be rooted m manufacturers' ab&ty to m o v a t e  for 
thar mstomers. Allounngmovle studlos to veto features of DTV-recephon equipment wll  enable the 5 t u & O S  to 
tell technologsts what new products they C U I  create. Thrs d result in products that don't necesslnly reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and i t  could result in me bang charged more money for infenor 
funcbonllty. 

I f  the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less hkely to rn&e an investment m DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I d not pay more for devlces that lurut my nghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not muldate broadcast flq technology for &ptal telmsion. 'hank you for your hmc. 

Smcerely, 

Chxles P. Sullivvl 
167 Cherry Hill Road 
Nazareth, PA 18064 
USA 
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Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

A s  a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the adoption of a '"broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits o f  switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wil l be far more palatable to  me as a consumer i f  switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buy-lng new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in  my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -. I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV to  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip 
of my child's football game to  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to dispense with a l l  my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Brent Phillips 
7040 Dana Michelle Lane 
Birchwood, TN 37308 
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October 17,2003 

Cornmlsoloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Comrnlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton. 0 C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Coppo, 

I am wrnlng to wlce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgbl telwlslon AB a 
consumer and cMren, I ?eel strongly hnt  such n pollcy would be bad tor Innmtlon, consumer rlghts. and the ultlmste 
adoptlon ol O N  

A robuSt, competith market tor consumer eIectmnlcs must be roded In manuhcturen' ablltty m Innovate ror thelr 
cuStOmet3 Allowlng rnovle studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equlprnent wlll enable the studlor to tell teehnologls*r 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necesrarlly reflect what consumen Ilk.? me 
aaually want, and k could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less Ilkely to make an Investment In DN-CPpable recelvem 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor dwlces that llmtt my rlghh at the behest ol Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast ?lag technology for dlgnpl televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Erlc Coolman 
8 Alayne Cresent 
London, ON N5Y 322 
Canada 
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October 17, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federd Communicahons Commission 
445 12th Sweet, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am umtmg to v o m  my opporiuon to any FCC-mandated adopuon of "broadcast flag'' technology for & p a l  
television. As a consumer and ahzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovahon, consumer 
rights, and the ulumate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, compeuhve marht  for consumer electronics must be rooted m mmuficturcrs' ahlrty to innovite for 
their customers. A l l o w g  movie studios to veto features of DTV-recepuon equipment will enable the stu&os to 
tell technolog~sts what new products they can create. ?his d result in products that don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers like me actudy want, m d  it could result in me bemg chnrged more money for infenor 
funchondty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actudy be less hkely to make an mvestment m DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I d not pay more for devices that h u t  my rights i t  the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate brodcast flag technology for &Btd television. Thank you for your t ime. 

Sincerely, 

Leslie Mattmon 
11 28 W. C o h w o o d  Cir, 
Ope l ib  AL 36801 
USA 
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October 17. 2 0 0 3  

Commissioner Michael J CODDS 
Federal Communications tomyistion 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washington, D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Copps 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digltal television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Herbert Neal 
2 3 5 6  Jeffcott St 
Fort Myers. FL 33901 
USA 



Friday, October 17 2003 

Cornmissioner Michael 3 .  Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer o f  broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the  Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against t h e  adoption of a "broadcast flag." I a m  gravely 
concerned tha t  a broadcast flag regulat ion would restrict the  way I enjoy television. 

The digital television t ransi t ion relies on convincing consumers of  t h e  benefits o f  switching t o  
and buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far  more  palatable t o  m e  as a 
consumer If switching doesn't mean dlscarding m y  exlstlng home network, buying new high- 
resolut ion displays, and finding room for yet  another device in m y  living room.  Please do not 
allow the  MPAA and its allies to  hinder t h e  transition by making us  buy special-purpose DTV 
devices that  are more  expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I a m  very concerned about t h e  falr-use implications of  the broadcast flag. With 
today's technology, I can be more  than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, 
and participate. I can record TV to  watch later; cllp a smal l  piece o f  n/ and splice it into a 
home movie; send an email  clip of m y  child'sfootball game t o  a distant relative; or  record a 
TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  m y  friend's apartment.  The broadcast flag seems 
designed to remove this control  and flexibillty tha t  I enjoy.  

I f  the  move  t o  digital televislon does not  make t h e  public's viewing experience m o r e  
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, wha t  compelling reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new 
digital equipment? A pret t ier  n/ picture is hardly enough reason for me t o  dispense wi th  al l  my 
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of  
broadcast television, I urge you to promote  the  digital transition by opposing t h e  broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

Mark  Ray 
5883 Blaine Dr.  
Alexandria, VA 22303 
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Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael 1. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

V IA  FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy televlslon. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and Its allies to  hinder the transltion 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addltion, I am very concerned about the falr-use Implications of the broadcast flag. WLh today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to  digital television does not make the public's vlewlng experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digltal equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposlng the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Larry Granell 

Moline, IL 61265 
1155-26th St .  
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October 17. 2 0 0 3  

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington, D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Copps. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competltive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' abillty to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit ny rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Justin Nye 
1941 North 4 0 0  West 
Sunset. UT 64015 
USA 
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Octobs 17,2003 

commis8icula MiDhoel J. coppo 
Federal C m u n i c n t i o m  CommissiDn 
445 12th Street, N W  
Waslungton, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Coppn, 

I am -tin8 to voice my appoaihn to m y  FCC-mandated sdoption of "brcndcM r3g" technology for digital televirion h a comumer 
and citizen, I fed Wongly thnt such n policy would be bad for innovation. c o n m e r  +b. and the dtimnb adoption o f  DTV 

A robwt, competitive mnrket for CMIMI~ ds0tmmicm mu4 be roobd in mmufncturcn' nbility to innovnta for ulsir cultMflm Wcwiq 
movie studion to veto fenturen of DTV-nccpttcm equipmi d a b l e  thc rtudior to tell technolow what new p d u c t l  they CM 
crente This will r e d t  in producu thnt don? ~ I C C C B D ~ Y  reflect what consumen like me a c i d l y  wnnL m d  it could rcd t  in me b c i q  
c h q e d  more money for infaor  f m c t i o d i y  

If the FCC isnuem a broadcast f lq m d b ,  I would n c t d y  ba lero likely to mnke M mveeiment in DTV-cnpnblc recavm end 0th 
equipment I will not pny more for device0 thnt limit my +tl nt the behent of H d p o o d  P l e ~ e  do not mandptc brnndcnst flng 
technology for digitnl televiiion l7mk you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Michael Bmer 
52 Lafnyette Ave 
Coxnnckie, NY 12051 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Commlasloner Mlchaed J Coppa 
Federal Communlcatlons Commleslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Waahlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael topps. 

I am wrhlng to vdce my OpposRlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology lor  dlgltal televlslon AB a 
consumer and chlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bed for Innmtlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon or DN 

A robuat compethk market for EOnSumer eleetronlcs must be rooted In rnanuht3urers' ablltly to Innovate lor  thelr 
cuatomem Allowlng mwle itudlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enmble the studlor to tell technologltts 
what new produeb they can create Thla wlll result In product3 that don't neceararlly reflect what conrumers Ilke me 
actually want, and h could result In me being charged more money lor Inferlor funetlonalttj 

If the FCC lssuea a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less llkely to meke an Investment In DTV-capable receivers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor dwlcea that llmlt my rlghta at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for d l g h l  telwlalon Thank you for your tlme 

Sincerely. 

Davld HUM 
130 s Canal St 
Chlcago, IL 60606 
USA 
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October 17, 2 0 0 3  

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington, D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Copps 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Dean Jansen 
146 Pearl St 
Somerville. MA 0 2 1 4 5  
USA 
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October 17.2003 

Commisdmu Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
44s 12th strcct, Nw 
Waihgton,  D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

1 am witkg to voice my oppodtion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcnrt fhg technolo$y for digitd televikn & a c m u  
and ci&en, I feel simn$ly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, oonlwner rghtn, md the ultimate adopion of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for c o m e r  alectronics must be rooted in manufacturcn' ability to innovate for their &mm &Wing 
movie studios to veto fearnee of DTV-receptirm equipment d utable the studios to tell techdo@ wUt new produds they can 
create lhir will rcsult in productl that don't n c c t s i d y  reflect what c o n a m m  lilre me a c t d y  mt, and it could rerult in mc bein@ 
charged more money for infsrim fmdicdily 

If the FCC wouei a broadcast ilag mnndate. I would d y  Lm lee# likely to make M invastmait m DTV-cnpablc recdvm nnd other 
equipment I will not pay more for dcvices that limlt my r&tl at the behert of H d y o o d  Pleue do not tnendate bmndcprr ilag 
technology for dqltd television Thank you for your time 

Siricerely, 

Shawn Schafu 
1034 NE MulblmPh Dr 
Fainiew, OR 97024 
USA 



October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federa Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrtlng to volce my opposltlon to any FtGmandated adopnon d "broadcast flag" technology lor dlgltal televlslon As n 
consumer and Cltlzen. I reel strongly that such a polky weuld be bad lo r  Innontlon, consumer rlghta, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust. competttk market for consumer electronlcr must be ro&d In manuhcturen' abllltf to Innovate lor thelr 
customers Allowlng mmle studlos to veto feature9 of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the rtudlos to tell techneloglm 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necesrarlly nllect what consumers I l k  me 
actually want, and tt could result In me belng charged more money lo r  lnferlorfunelonalky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast (lag mandate. I would actually be lass I l b l y  to make an Investment In DN-capable feCebrs 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor dwlces that llmtt my r lghh nt the behest d Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcasl nag technology lor dlgltal televlalon Thank you (or your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Kenneth Wlnke 
1911 Wesl Henderson 
Apt 1 
Chlcago, IL 80657 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th areel, NW 
Washlngton, D t 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrtlng to volce my opposttlon to any F t C m a n d a M  edoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology tor dlgltsl televlslon AS a 
consumer and ctlzen. I tee1 strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innmtlon, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adnptlon of DN 

A robust, compettthre market l o r  consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manuhcturrn' abllHy to Innovate lor thelr 
customers Allavlng movle Studlos to veto tmturer of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlm 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't nscersarlly rdlect what conrumen Ilk me 
actually want, and tt could result In me belng charged mere money for lnlcrlor functlonaltQ 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandata I would actually be leas Ilkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recebrs 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor devlces that llmtt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltel televlsbn Thank you tor your t h e  

Slncerely, 

K Bhatl 
EO8 Bramblewood Dr 
Douglassvllle, PA 19518 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Co-srioner Mchml J. Copps 
Federal Commurucahons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washmgton, D.C. 20554 

Deu Mchael Copps, 

I am wnhng to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandnted ndophon of "broadcart fl4 tcdrnology for d~g~tol 
television. As a consumer and ahzen, I feel strongly that such II poLcy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
nghts, and the ulumnte adopnon of DTV. 

A robus4 compenhve market for consumer electromcs must be rooted m manufacturers' 1Mty to movate  for 
thnr customers. Allowng movie studios to veto feahlres of DTV-recepuon equpment ulll enable the studios to 
tell technolops what new products they can create. TIUS w d  result m products that don't necessdy  reflect 
what consumers Lke me actually wan4 and i t  could result m me bang chnrgcd mora money for rnfenor 
funcbondty. 

If the FCC 16sues P broadcnst flag rnandnte, I would nctudly be less likely to mnlre M mvestment rn DTV-capable 
recnvers and other equipment. I wdl not pay more for denccr that h t  my nghtr nt the behest of Hollyood. 
Please do not mandate broadcnst flag technology for d~g~tal television. Thank you for your m e .  

Smcerely, 

Michael Bvrter 
21 Dayton St. 

Worcester, MA 01609 
USA 

Apt 3 



October 17, 2003 

Comrmssioner Wchael J. C o w s  
Federll Communicahons Conmussion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Deu Michael Cows, 

I a m  wnhng to voice my opposlhon to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast flq" technology for dpd 
telension. As a consumer and Ohzffl, I feel suondy that such a polcyvould be bad for movahon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulbmate adopbon of DTV. 

A robust, compehhve markct for consumer electcomcs must be rooted m manufacturers' abdity to movate for 
their customers. Auoanng movie stud~os to veto features of DTV-recephon equipment will enable the studor to 
tell technologuts whnt neu  products they can create. %r wdl result m products that don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers hke me achdly want, and it could result m me b m g  chnrged more money for rnfenor 
funcbondity. 

If the FCC issues a bcoadcnst flag mandate, I would actually be less hkely to m& an investment rn DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I wdl not pay more for devices that h t  my n&ts a t  the behest of Hollyrwood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag tcdrnology for dgtd television. 'Ihank you for your b e .  

Smcerel y, 

Chns Garnett 
69 Schoolhouse Road 
Randolph, NJ 07869 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Comrr ione r  Uchiel  J. Copps 
Federal Commurucahons Commission 
445 12th Street, N W  
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Coppo, 

I yn wnbng to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast fl& technology for d~gitd 
television. As a consumer and ahzen, I feel strongly that such a pokcy would be bad for mnovahon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulhmate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, compehhve market for consumer electromcs must be rooted m manufacturers' aMty to mnovate for 
their customers. Allowng movie studios to veto features of DTV-recephon eqrupmmt wll enable the studios to 
tell technolopsts vhnt new products they can create. Thls 4 result m products that don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers Lke me actually WM\ and it could result in me bang c h u p d  more money for infenor 
funchonahy. 

If the FCC isrues a broadcast flngmandatq I would actually be less Lkely to mnke an mveommt m DTV-capable' 
recaverr and other equipment. I wll  not pay more for dewces that l m t  my nghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for Ap td  tclemsion. ?hank you for your m e .  

Sincerely, 

Robert Nix 
12801 Ben Roger3 Ct 
Orlando, FL 32828 
USA 



October 17,2003 

Commissioner Michal  J Cappi 
Federal Communicatioru C o d k m  
44s 12th stre& Nw 
Washington, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Coppu, 

I nm w r i ~  to voice my oppoutim to m y  FCC-mdated adnptkm of " h a d c u t  I%@ technology for %tal tel-on h a c ~ ~ l f n e r  
and citjzen, I fad strongly that mch n polioy would be bnd fm h v a t i c m ,  connun- ri&. md the ultimate adop~ion of DN 

A robust, competitive mnrket for c o m e r  elactmnici must be moted in manufachum' ability to innovate for thdr nvtDmm nUO+ 
movie studion to veto features of LKV-receptirm equipmat dl enable the rmdioi to tell technolo@ whnt new productl ulcy can 
m a t e  Thin will result in produrn thnt dmZ ncce indy  reflect what cmmunm Eke me PCtunUy want d i t  could r c d t  in me b e i q  
charged more money for inferior functionnlity 

If the FCC mueo a broadcast flag mandata, I would a c t d y  be less Uely to maka m invertmeat in DTV-capable recdvdn and o h  
equipment I d not pay more for devices that limit my +tl at the behelt of Hollywood Plesle do not mandate brapdcsrt flag 
technology for G t P l  television lhanL you for your time 

Sincerely, 

David Bach 
659 E Colt Cl 
Chandler, Az 85225 
USA 



October 17. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washington. D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Copps 

e 
" t - la 

. I fee as t I am writing to voice my opposition t ny FCC-mandated adoptic 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citie, 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like: me actually want, and it could 
result in ne being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Oscar Merida 
1030 Temple Ct 
Sterling. V A  20164 
USA 



October 17, 2003 

comrnlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Fedeml Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton. D C 20554 

Dear Mlchrel Copps 

I am wrlrlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandeted adoptlon of "brnedcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer nnd cklren, I feel strongly thet such a p l k y  would be bed (or Innmtlon, consumer rlghb, nnd the ultlmets 
adoptlon ot D N  

A robust, compctItke markat for consumer electrnnlcs must be ro&d In manukcturen' ablltty to l n n m t e  for thelr 
customers Allowlng rnovle nudlos to veto features ol DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlei to tell technologlm 
wnst new produch they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necersarlly reflect Whit consumen Ilke me 
actually mnt, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnhrlorfunctlonalky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcastllag mandate, I would actually be less Ilksly to make an Investment In DTV-capable recehrs 
and other equlpment I wlll n d  pay more for devlcea that llmR my rlghta at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgtal tslwlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Paul Allen 
14215 Pecan Park Lane 
Space 45 
El CaJon, CA 92021 
USA 
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Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, N W  
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - - I  can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a d s t an t  relative; or record a T V  program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason d o  I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Jeff Dieterich 
3806 Southridge 
Rowlett, TX 75088 
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October 17. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NU 
Washington. D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Copps. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consuner and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studlos to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 
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Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics. and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if swltching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify create, and participate I can 
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie, send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative. or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television. I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely, 

Steven Holt 
15431 McCann St 
Southgate, MI 48195 


